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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office action is responsive to Amendment filed 08/27/2007. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 and 2 are rejected xmder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Obradovich (Patent No.: US 6,275,231) in view of Knuth et al. (Patent No.: US 5,588,046). 

Regarding claim 1, Obradovich teaches a device for receiving data via radio signals in a 
motor vehicle, comprising: 

an input device (i.e., automobile control keys 211, operating keys 215, fig. 2); 

a radio receiver (1 1 1 1) for receiving data; 

a processor (103, fig. 1) for processing the data; 

a memory (107) (col. 3, line 63 to col. 4, line 6); and 

a display (205, fig. 2) for displaying the processed data, wherein the input device, when 
operated once, in the event of a fault, puts the device in a state defined in the memory (col. 1 3, 
line 64 to col. 14, line 5), and 

wherein the fault includes at least one of a failure of a service to respond, a failure in data 
reception, lack of device compatibility, a software fault, an operating system fault, and a memory 
fault (col. 13, lines 64-66). 
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Obradovich differs from claim 1 in that he does not specifically teach in the event of a 
fault, puts the device in a state defined in the memory for playing back the data. 

Knuth teaches in the event of a fault, puts the device in a state defined in the memory for 
playing back the data (col, 4, lines 38-58 and col. 6, lines 55-67). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the 
playing back the data as taught by Knuth in the system of Obradovich in order to recover the data 
and information which have been missed during the fault quickly and easily. 

Regarding claim 2, Obradovich teaches the input device includes at least one pushbutton 
on the device (col. 4, lines 51-56). 

4. Claims 3-1 1 and 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Obradovich (Patent No.: US 6,275,231) in view of Knuth et al. (Patent No.: US 5,588,046) and 
fiirther in view of Igbinadolor (Patent No.: US 6,779,196). 

Regarding claim 3, the combination of Obradovich and Knuth differs from claim 3 in that 
it does not specifically teach the input device includes a remote control. 

Igbinadolor teaches the input device includes a remote control (col. 3, lines 19-21). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the remote control as taught by Igbinadolor in the system of the 
combination of Obradovich and Knuth in order to manage the system in a different efficient 
manner. 

Regarding claim 4, the combination of Obradovich, Knuth, and Igbinadolor teaches the 
input device includes a microphone (col. 2, lines 40-46 of Igbinadolor). 
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Regarding claim 5, the combination of Obradovich, Knuth, and Igbinadolor teaches the 
state leads to the display of selection options, one of which is to be selected (see fig. 4 of 
Igbinadolor, selection options from "tape", "CD", "Fax"). 

Regarding claim 6, the combination of Obradovich, Knuth, and Igbinadolor teaches 
record/playback selection option restart selection options. 

Regarding claims 7 and 8, the combination of Obradovich, Knuth, and Igbinadolor 
teaches the portal is stipulated by a user of the device (col.2, lines 64 - col. 3, lines 12). 

Regarding claims 9 and 10, the combination of Obradovich and Igbinadolor teaches that 
the restart is performed through software (col.l, lines 41-49 of Igbinadolor) and the restart is 
performed through hardware (fig.l (Am -Fm) button to tune the radio On). 

Regarding claim 1 1, the combination of Obradovich, Knuth, and Igbinadolor teaches 
pushbutton causes various states of the device after operation for different periods of time (col. 5, 
lines 3 -57). 

Regarding claim 13, the combination of Obradovich, Knuth, and Igbinadolor teaches an 
audio broadcasting signal (col.2, 55-63, col. 6, lines 26-33, it is obvious for a television to 
broadcast a digital signal). 

Regarding claim 14, Obradovich teaches the data includes a graphic (fig. 7). 

Regarding claim 15, the combination of Obradovich, Knuth, and Igbinadolor teaches an 
infrared transceiver (See Abstract, col. 3, line 20 (since a remote control uses an infrared signal, 
thus the transceiver must have be an infrared)). 

Regarding claim 16, Obradovich teaches the processor is configured to perform decoding 
and reformatting of the data (col. 12, lines 50-60). 
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Regarding claim 16, Obradovich teaches the input device, when operated once, in the 
even of the fault, restarts the device (col. 13, line 64 to col. 14, line 5). 

Regarding claim 18, the combination of Obradovich, Knuth, and Igbinadolor teaches the 
state defined in the memory for playing back the data is prior to a state of the device at the event 
of the fault (col. 4, lines 38-58 and col. 6, lines 55-67 of Knuth). Obradovich teaches the data 
includes a navigation sequence (fig. 6). 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-11 and 13-16 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi-om the 
examiner should be directed to Jennifer T. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-7696. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri: 9:00am-5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard A. Hjerpe can be reached on 571-272-7691. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained fi*om the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toU-firee). //JJ/// 
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